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| Saunc}ers"”

The»,prlnctpal archltects of Prc:sx-'.

. dent—elect Reagan’s new national se- :

curityistructure are now designated — .

' _Weinberger at:Defense. Caaez at CIA,

: Haig at. State, and hopefully: Richard ;_,

Allen as National.Security- Advisor.. A
_strong- antiappeasementy policyito
“'meet.the. threat of Soviet!imperialism
" can finally be structured.-This ediftcé

however: will require a néw- breed of -

national security” ‘builders and strate-
gic:planners at-the second and third
levels: of*government. The battle: for
these critical positions has started:y
- Harold H:Saunders, Assistant See
] retary of- State:fox Near: Eastern and
' South-Asian Affairs under Carter reps
_resents all-that should be anathema
“to a.Reagan-Administration: bulldozer™

* of the:Shah’eutof Iran; dismantler of

“the Iranian Army’s will when itwas

readyto act against fanaticism; block:
Cer of” Western assistance to the anti:
Soviet "Christian forces in Lebanon;

appeaser:af ‘ofl Interests: in the
Mideast; wrecker of any forceful poli-
“cy-to,obtain release of the hostages:
accommedator of Mideast radicalism;
the man who-left his-Presidentunpre-
pared psychologically for the-Soviet
‘invasion of Afganistan Saunders’ dis-
“‘astrous record is near endless. "% {5
. - Saunders surely retains friends ln
‘high places..Yet thesAmerican people
“are watching and waiting tovsee if

- Saunders remains-inhis present post}

.oF, as-a career foretgn servicetofficer;
fs-given-a respectable but: innocuous

ambassadorship far' from the" core
structure of the new: —Readan national'
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PER SCOPE

B Aidgian SRl . RS R S IREOCYY ~ A .
Trying Harder to Find a No. 2 Spook
- *Vice Adm. Bobby R. Inman, who had been favored to become
deputy director of the CIA under William Casey, has told members
- of the Reagan transition team that he doesn’t want the job. Inman’s
withdrawal ‘is considered a serious loss; head of the National
Secunty Agency since 1977, he has won a reputation as a bright
star:in the U.S. intelligence commumty Inman, 49, wants to
retire from the Navy and make money in the corporate world.
Heisreluctant to become a second-in-command and is particularly
‘aware. of frustrations-experienced by other military men in the
"No. 2 post at the CIA.! At least five candidates, including three
4 retu'_ed generals, arein the runmng for the job that Inman re_]ected
A AR RO I T -t S, LA L e R o "
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C@m‘._rm hg ihé Reagan&éam

One of Ronald ‘Reagan’ s chxef supporters  said that.* ‘there has been no real chanenge to
abroad London’s .weekly Economist, has - thefactsas presented in the Wall Street Jour-
 madea point worth taking to heart by all con- nal.” To keep Mr. Allen from operating under
-cerned with confirming the -American Presi- a bandicap at-the White House such unre-
dent-elect’s cabinet appointments: ... . . solved allegations should be dispelled. - .-
4“The systern of.Senate confu'mahon not In the most couspicuous confirmation

only .helps to shore up Americans’ faith in  case, that of Generat Haig, the Senate will be
those :who govern them but also shields presi- _ - doing neither the public nor Mr. Reagan a fa-
dents :from..some. possmle future vor by failing to provide a convmcma sense
embarrabsments s that.all relevant information. ‘has. been col-
- .The Economist wr()te these words m arc'u- lected and considered. Thus the full Senate
mg for an airing of .the ‘‘drawbacks to set Foreign Relations Committee: ought to act
against General Haig’s undoubted gqualifica- - _swiitly in support of the Democranc minor-
" tions for the job of secretary of state.” But, in * ity’s request for such information- from fed-
the. confirmation hearings that begin on Fri- eral agencies. And the’ agencies ought not to
day, none of the nominees should be giventhe hangbackin providing the mformatxon Js
‘perfunctory treatment that has too often pre-  ° In this connection it was geod to see the
~vailed in the past. A 1977 study by the publie-  present national security. adviser, Zbigniew
‘interest group Common Cause found that, in  Brzezinski; deny that he was ot ‘cooperating
‘the words of its research director, “‘the Sen-  with Democratic senators who had requested

-ate “hastily . considered ‘President” Carter’s decuments and other information on General |

most important nominees without the benefit : Haig going back to the Vietnam and Water-
of clear standards, full records or toubh seru- - gate years: of. his controversial . service to
Any s e Herry Kissinger and Richard Nixon. He said
These beneﬁts must not be thhl*eld from he would certainly supply documents if spe~
any Reagan candidate in 1981. (Who would cifically identified and determined tobeprop—
have thought that Jimmy Carter’s choice for -erly available to the senators. . = ..
. the unglamorous post of budget director, Bert . - But Mr. Brzezinskils reported du'ect reply '
Lance, would turn out to- have liabilities left to the request seerned to stress the obstacles
- unexposed by the confirmation process?) But  ‘to cooperation rather than an effort to ease
it happens that questions have been raised " the overcoming of them. It will be important
-particularly about Mr.: Reagan’s nominees for both the senators and the executive

for the t.hree top ,“foreign” spots — William branch to follow through on ensuring that ev-
with new eabi- _erything needed is available and examined. =
net rank, Richard Allen as national security It was unnecessarily dxversxonary for Mr.

adviser, General Han ‘as secretary of state.  Brzezinski immediately to raise specters of a
.To avoid adding any personal vulnerabilities - “witch hunt,” whether by the senators ashe

“to US national security problems, these ques-  first seemed to imply — or by the press, as his.
‘tions ought to -be cleared up- sooner rather news spokesman said he meant. Thedancnrj
"thanlater.™ o : -: of a'witch hunt, indeed, may be the greater if |
;=}‘.£‘;'_Smce the natmn secunty adv:lser is not ‘people take high office without the benefit ofa
. subject to Senate. conhrmatlon Mr. Reagan full airing of whatever drawbacks as well' <as
“would do’ well to. prov:de Some mdlcatmn ‘of strengths there maybg "\ - g
: addressing and” laymg to ‘rest the’ specmc i T
quesuons about Mr. Allen. As outlined in the
“'Wall Street Joumal and elsewhere, these i in-,
volve possxbie confhct ot interest related to -
; his" previous gavenunent service.  After the
- election M. Reagan annou.nced “our people’”,
have found “no evidence of wrongdomg” and |
“no.. confhct ot ~interest: o Yo 'which the Wall 5

Street” ou.mal reporter on_ the assngnment
m‘&m‘ R R L e B LT S R At
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WASHINGTON- =
Vice Adm. Bobby»Ray.;
Inman, the Reagan.
transntxon team'’s top
choice for-deputy.
director ofithe.Cla«!
would, brmgzto the-v
agency a }mowledge of“
modern, electronic, in-3
telligence- gatheri\ng,r
techmquesuﬁ«that
Director-designate;
William J. Caseplacks. -
‘While'?Inoman’ s.’~
nomination for theNo-2
CIA job-isn't- yet‘cer-‘]
tam,,transxtmnxteam
sources*say: hesis:t the
clear favorite. ;Zifgé x
-Inman is’ du'eétor of -
the super-secret Na-]
Honal Security Agency,
. which monitors.com-:
munication nétworks.
worldwide i withs
satellites: and: other
eleetronic: methods
and attempts-to-breaks
the secret codes oﬁ
other natmns.‘ d

The NSA whzch has
iheadquarters at Fort:.
Meade; Md.;is the most
_secret of all- T.S5in=y
"_telhgencvorgamza-r '
tions.s Inmanhh"st
-headed it since 1977

~~Casey,.a personal]
friend of' Reagan‘and
-his nationall¢ampaigniy
‘director,:was:aniin-’
telligence officer in the
World War IL. Office of
Strategic Services. But:|

_ .data-gathermg;

‘he has:had no-in-
.telligence: experience.
smce~the late-1940s
.when_heserved on a.
ipresidential- com-
m1ssxon:that recom-
“mended : ‘ the.

;_;EStain_shme.nt' of the
‘CIA.% ot 4]

experlence - with

~modern electronic spy |

techmques has- been a
-‘some*memli‘érs ‘of
.Reagan s_ _natxonal

. expenence i that field
“as a.dareer-naval in-
telhdence ‘officer would
‘maore fthan .o0ffset!
Casey’s . “lack" of
Knowledge of electmmc
‘24|
tipx;_r

‘cording;to tra
_staﬂ' ofﬁcxals"

A 28-year Navy
veteran, Inman; 49, was
deputy: director’ of the
Defense’ Intelhgence
Ageney, the CIA's
military counterpart, in’;
1976 and 1977 before
being named dJrector oi

.~ Prior-to his tour as'

the No 'z oifzcer at the
-DIA;: Inman/a’ Texas
: natwe and: Umversxt

-end of his current tour
of duty as director of |

2 -could promote him to
ong -
- Inman has a reputa-
tion-amorig senior Navy |

of Texas graduate, was
.assistant chief of staff
for intelligence of the

.Pacific -Fleet .and

director of the Office of
‘Naval Infelligence m
-Washington.. <. .-
_Because he is not a
‘Iavy Yiine'” officer,"

"Inman normally would

not be promoted to full

“admiral and would

‘probably retire at the

NSA if he does not move
to.the CIA¥Reagan

admiral in the CIA job..

officers. as a.good ad-{
‘ministrator, another
factor in his favor with
the Reagar talent
scouts. As deputy
director, he would be in
charge of much of the

day-to-day adnmxstra-
tion of the CIA. - - .
_ ~(asey does not like to-
deal with detailed. ad-
ministrative chores,
according to former
Reagan campaign of-
ficials who worked with
him durmg the past
year. vk ;.,,ﬂ i I
The nommatlon -of
Inman also would con-:

- tinue the CIA'tradition’

of havmg cone. cmhan

STAT
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and one military ofﬁcer
in the top two jobs.- -

The. - depar md{

director,  ~Adm.
Stansfield Turner,'is a
career-naval.officer,
and his deputy, Frank
Carlucct, is a civilian:
Over-the past 30
years, the director
usually has been a
civilian and his- deputy
a senior military. in-

telligence officer, ... .
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Colby en Francais o

Mr. Joseph Nocera certainly made a detailed
comparison of the French and English editions of my
book, Honorable Men [“Le Couvert Blown,” Novem-
ber]. ‘Most of the variation he spotted, however, are
minor editorial changes made at the American and
French publishing houses, with which the CIA had no
connection and which did not go beyond what CIA
had reviewed. . o

Contrary to Mr. Nocera'sassertion, I provided CIA
with the final typed copy of the text, not the galley
proof. The =agency asked. that 1 make only two
substantial changes, those affecting the Glomar Ex-
plorer and the mention of my former chief’s name.- As
1 indicated in the book I did not really agree with
either of these but certainly accepted CIA’s right

under my contract to- make this decision, even if .

mistaken, as the purpose was' not censorship but !
protection of classified information. Istill regret that |
an unintentional communication failure caused the -
French edition to be issued without the excisions CIA |
requested. Most of the other variations would in that
case still have appeared to Mr.- Nocera’s sharp

comparison, but he would not have come to the |
etroneous explanation that he has deduced. Mr.

Nocera could have learned this if he had communi-

. cated with me in the course of his research.

Only inonersspectdo I agree with Mr. Nocera, that
we would be better off if we had criminal sanctions for
the revelation of sensitive intelligence information by
ex-officers. In testimony to the Congress 1 indicated
that this is so important that 1 would be willing to
surrender the kind of prior review required by the
secrecy agreements in order to achieve it. In the
absence of such legislation, however, it is only reason-
able that. CIA exert such control as it can through the
Secrecy agreement, as has been affirmed by the courts.

.. WILLIAME. COLBY
: o New York, New York

The author replies:~ . ‘ ,
The “variations” referred 1o by Colby consist of

- concerning such items as the CIA's use of AID cover =

- there is such a dearth of detail in the book that it

- occurred, and that for basically the same “failure™

: :..‘ﬁamc_:-j‘-._f‘-.f: AT

omissions from the English text of Honorable Men

THE WASHINGTON MONTHLY

the discovery of secret Warsaw Pact documents, the |
close relations between the CIA and the AFL-CIO, |
and Colby’s disagreements with CIA officials Richard |
Helms and James Angleton. Maybe these deletions |
were, as he claims, “minor editorial changes,” but

struck me as highly unlikely that Simon and Schuster,
of its own volition, would have struck from the book :
the few decent details Colby provided. In addition, |

i
i
i
i
1

" Colby’s use of phrases in his letter like “substantial

changes™ and “mest of the other changes”impliesthat |
the CIA did indeed require other changes—they just |
weren’t, in Colby's view, “substantial.” Of course, that !

. was precisely the point I was trying to make—that the |
_ changes I found were so insubstantial that it seemed |

absurd the deletions had been made in the first place. |
The other point I was trying to make—namely that |
the CIA’s treatment of Colby points up glaringly the |
double standard the agency uses in enforcing its
secrecy agreement—comes through loud and clear in
Colby's letter. It's nice to see that Colby now “regrets™
his “failure,” but that hardly changes the fact that.it

Frank Snepp was punished rather severely. For!
Colby, it was just a little slip-up, quickly forgotten as :
he got on with_ his life. Frank Snepp cannot say the |

e remn d
. i

~
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